MEMORANDUM

Date:

e M
TO: é)gnuacnng%fﬁcer
THRU: {V 6fﬂcer éz;

FROM: MM # - M/Q —

)

SUBJECT: Technical Review, Work Plan No. @ﬁ

This report is a comprehensive review and evaluation of the contractor’s proposed workplan and

cost eiﬁ:éﬂ‘: : Hé“ l'eﬂ.u:ife amplification of any data elements, you are invited to contact
. We are available to partici i i i

— o — _ pate in fact-finding sessions as

well &s in th¢/negouatiog/or this work assignment. We would appreciate receiviig a copy of

the negotiation memorandum and any comme i i
! g y nts vou have which would
future reors, improve the value of
4 1
In accordance with vour request. a techni i
e 3 . chnical evaluation has been perform j
workplan. performed on the subject

We have evaiuated the technical approach of the contractor’
_ : r's proposed workplan and o
groposca lab;r sk_xllls. _Iart:or hours, travel, subcontract, materialptype and quankglies and :ﬂxﬂ:
irect cost. Details of this review are provided in Part | s 2 mary
e e & II attached. Below is a sum

Summary of review:

LOE Total Cost Including
ol Fee
otal Proposed-Amount

Total Prog Tele | e % 62,433
Total RecommendedAMount Ta,cobsu.\d 904 # 54,087
Difference C_ zZ2-0) ( 28, S4( )
Attachments:
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PART I
TECHNICAL PROPOSAL REVIEW

1. Does the Contractor address all tasks in the SOW?
YES __NO

(If no. explain)

2. Does the Contractor igclude work not required by the SOW?
YES NO

(If yes. explain and indicate whether you agree that the additional work is needed to accomplish
objective)

3. Does ‘C}wﬁc‘imr inciude 2 task for work plan development?
YES ____NO°

(If no. explain)

4. Does ynctor inciude a ask for project management?
YES NO

(If no. explain)

5. Doe—sytor inciude a task for work assignment closeout?
ES NO -°

(If no. explain)

6. Is thc:yndule. including interim milestones, acceptable?
YES NO

(If no. explain and indicate an acceptabie schedule)

7. Will the contractor be required to acquire property for this work assignment?



8. Wwill Government furnished property be required?
YES / NO

9. Has adequate time been allowed for property acquisition?
YES No N/A

(If no, explain and indicate an acceptable schedule)

——

10.  Are safety and contingency measures needed for performance of this work assignment?

As NO

-

11.  Ifves. please indicate where in the work pian safety is addressed. Describe needed

changes or deficiencies if appiicable.
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13.  If yes. has the contractor established in the workplan procedures for segregating and
reporting cost in accordance with mixed funding requirements?

__ves _no M/A

i4.  Does the subcontracting effort proposed by the contractor include hiring of consuitant?
(If ves. please explain the type of service 0 be provided by the consuitants.)

YES NO




PART II TECHNICAL REVIEW

TASKNO. ] DESCRIPTION: et Plawmics~ [lmind
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IGCE | wP | DIFF  IGCE WP DIFF

ra |AD 158 | /4 | TRAVEL cosTs 222 ZEINEKTT

p3 | T @ 1 “/] | OTHER DIReCT COSTS 440 25 74??2,347
| r2 | 80 1 32 | 52 equipment costs /9 O >
| »1 | 20 1/22| /)2 | suscontract costs 2 0 O
il plo O
il plolo

HARZEIES TOTAL

“WAM Review. Gon;rﬁ\ems and Recommendatjons: , 2/3
- . ‘-. s o / B /. J/J /

7589 Tofaw /07 éqW 2/ rD PR
A el

IS . T EE adampd & /uﬁ/%, ¢ y
lin nef Ay cvvsuiine ©OfF0, WE 2/ EaBEL
bt woudd ke f0.z0e (ZH AGAL
Faclaay o Za
=y ” A (i /,&,//L 0 E //7&4// ‘4/
Ncrsbna Lo . TEC T "dglessncl St Ao A&

4 -
/2/44) . T/‘M NLae ialde, .

Project Officer Comments and Recommendations: —

/& Comeurd wf i
: t YO
Nesot= 0; # A’“ s fiarmn # [0 oo,



PART II TECHNICAL REVIEW
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PART II TECHNICAL REVIEW
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PART II TECHNICAL REVIEW
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PART II TECHNICAL REVIEW
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